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splashed, but came not back/ Again like Noah he now
emerged from his ship and sacrificed to the gods and 'the
gods gathered together like flies over him that sacrificed'.
The goddess Ishtar offered up her priceless jewels in thanks-
giving, but the god Enlil, whose anger had apparently caused
the whole trouble, was at first displeased that any life should
have survived. He was finally persuaded by one of his col-
leagues to show mercy to the ship's passengers, and Utu-
nipishtim and his wife were deified.

When the land had once more dried up, and kingship had
returned from on high, we are told that in the beginning
the kingship was in Kish. In the king-lists,. the first king
whose name appears after the flood is accordingly the founder
of the First Dynasty of Kish. There then follow the names
of about seventy kings, divided into fourteen dynasties, and
the sum total of the years allotted to their reigns is about
thirty thousand years. Now apart from the impossible longe-
vity attributed to individual kings, one of whom is listed
as reigning 1500 years, we now know from archaeological
evidence that the whole succession of dynasties must be fitted
into a very much shorter space of time. We know, for
instance, that their end must have coincided with the Akka^
dian conquest of Sumer, which is dated at the earliest to
2800 B.C. We also know that if we accept the evidence of
the clay deposits found at both Warka and Farah, and fix;
the flood of the chronicles at the end of the Jemdet Nasr
period, the whole scheme of early Sumerian dynasties must
be compressed into a period of from two to five hundred years.
We have therefore to resign ourselves, until any further
explanation is offered, to accepting the years of the kings as
schematic figures dictated by some astronomical formula.

Unfortunately it is not only in the matter of lengths of
reigns that the scribes prove unreliable. When they are
dealing with times not too far removed from their own and
could consult contemporary records, their statements can ^in
some degree be accepted, but even here there is a new diffi-
culty, for in some cases dynasties which are listed as conse-
cutive are in actual fact known to have been contemporary.
It appears at first that the kings are lords of the whole country,
but archaeology has revealed that some of the cities, whose
names are mentioned as the homes of the various dynasties,